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Honorable Calvin P. Schm dt
c/o Thomas R Ml colm Esq,
VWMAN BAUTZER KUCHEL k Sl LBERT

2600 M chel son Dri ve,
I rvine, CA 92715

Suite 700

Dear Judge Schm dt:

Following a five-day hearing before three special

nast er s

appointed by the Suprene Court to inquire into charges against
you, the comm ssion considered the record of the hearing and

the report of the special na - and o
reproved for conduct warranting discipline as

nasters and ordered you publicly

ol | ows:

Judge Schmdt tw ce ordered the rel ease from

custody of one Terri Ann McMil | en,

the st epdaught er of
ge

Judge Schmidt's friend, Robert Quggenheim Ju
Schmdt's first release of MMillen foll owed anot her

judge's denial
erelease or a bail
second rel ease of MMl | en,

of MMl |l en!s notion for an QR
reducti on. Before Judge Schmdt's
MMl len had failed to

appear in court and had been arrested on new charges,

and the aggr
n

obvi ous a

was his friendshi
Schmdt's QR

egat e bail _ (
sole reason for Judge Schmdt's actions

settings exceeded $50,000. The

with MMl len's step-father. Judge
rel eases of McMillen were arbitrary and

. capricious exercises of Judge Schmdt's judici al
di scretion and underm ned public confidence in the
integrity and inpartiality of the judiciary. (See

Canon 2, California Code of Judicial

Conduct . )
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Judge Schm dt nade political contributions from
his own canpaign funds to non-judicial candidates in
patent violation of Canon 7 of the Code of Judicia
Conduct,

Judge Schm dt had been charged wi th providing
preferential treatnment to a friend who appeared before
him It was found that the case disposition was not
unusual under existing Harbor Court policy.

Judge Schm dt had been charged wi th providing
preferential treatnment in exchange for sexual favors
to a prostitute who had appeared before him No
evi dence was introduced as to the exchange of sexua
favors, and there was evidence that the case
di sposition was not unusual. 1"~)
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